
t ydo bu 'lhle amenin as sent to plaintifr for bis con-
sideration, anid on 19th April he %vrote dlef(end(ant,, that lie
was advis4ed bY his attorney thati "it wýoid not bet biest for

b»»i ti hag thi( existing agýreemenlt."
On 31st Jainuarv, 1895, defenidanits wroto plaintiff at

W arhiigton, enclosinig a dhqefor $S-1.30, " being amoit
lai full fo)r ro3alty on document files for the year ending 31st
Decenber, 1894.' We nay' say that the numii'ber of files >old
bas not ainounited. te 2,000, but under our agreenienit we pay
yon tllc fuit $2m0, and hiave iilreailNy reîniitted( the following

amonts;"specifying three suinis amiounrting toi a15 ,s
fiomi Tht Janulary to 7ith oenbr 1894.

Oni -?ndg Fubruiar , 1895-, plaintif! wrote, aeknow-ledging
rEeeipt or thli qe as -"balance, due in) fi! for roi altyv on
documenit biolder for tho ycar ending, 31stIecbr,19.

On th Fubruarvi8, plaintiff w'roti, defuendunits thuis:
"Not hleariing frei ou 1 iiot to inquIlire' Nwe I nlay vex-

}*t ul'lt nd reteiu of 1oale for i1 a r 18»t11

mient hwig$252.3t; bailanceo due, plaintif! for the ye(ar
fl9,after debitiighi- sle with (eylc $300 for that

ypar, aiid enulosing, cash cn i meount $)il36 On 1th
March, 19,they reînitted diqefor $100(, -bving aac

C' avtollrlt to 31sd 1e.nbe, i95.- This wais t'i. last pay-
ment miade b)y defenldants, theughÏl theY -onitliueli to, rinanui-
f&ctnirethe fin( vention,

1» Inhei autuinii of S,%9 \1vbold mas again ilu Wa1shingiý
ton, whelie Ilad anl lliter1Ve with plaintif!, i-nd bold ii
Iliat trolit that tilioe fer ir th 11P11' \n W01ul net payv any

MOre rgiteTe ' ea14 n ii,>igned for tiikinig.thii stand.
wa.s that thei paitent hliid, il, ludendats conlteuidd becoune

ide ais Il wouild seenur aI the oeus fdfednshe-
selves. Thelise enne a retuirn icf I sun11111 ai in
tilc ye.ar 1896f, but retflisedf to payý ant ingmre mnles,
plaintifr Nvould. as they' said, -orne lu ternis, thant is. accept

te» cents royalt y On enli article thIn and afewrsmanu-
tuetutredl, mid rpythe exes wiich Iad bevin overpaid qua.
minimumiii.

A letttr (if 1711 Novuinbier. 86 frei e~na to
pli»ttff wa. provedl, rerngt'> their rcenit itetrview in

W hngton, eonflrining tlei staind tlien taken bY deofendants,
a'nd asking for refund, ot the amount oveýrpidi, -"tees wlat
we are willing te kvep te yoý(ur credit oin account of any
future buies'This lutter duews not scenil to haebee.n

atililertIdi but on 13th Jamikary. 1897, plaintifT wrote, to de-


